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Notes for the readers 


This document contain shortened english version of my 
work. It can be freely downloaded from my personal site, 
from HTML version of work, by URL 

www.M-Zharkikh.name/en/History/Terextemyriv.html 
HTML version can be slightly modified and corrected. 
There are large-scale images available in HTML version. 
This document contain only low-res images. 


CokpalljeHHaad pyccKasd Bepcua: 
www.M-Zharkikh.name/ru/History/Terextemyriv.html 


Full ukrainian version: 
www.M-Zharkikh.name/uk/History/Terextemyriv.html 


This version of document created 30 September 2013. 
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Introduction 

Terekhtemyriv (Trakhtemyriv) — villagi in Kaniv district, Cherkasy region. Located 
on the right bank of Dniepr (now — on the bank of the Kaniv reservoir). Around the history 
of this village in the 16th — 18th centuries formed many legends. Objectives of our work — 
to destroy these legends and give a real image of its history — as it appears on the basis of 
primary sources. 

About Terekhtemyriv written a lot, but the vast majority of these items either 
regurgitate legendary information from previous articles or brighten these legends with 
additional legendary details — an approach typical of prescientific historiography. 

So I do not consider historiography of Terekhtemyriv — I note only that it loses all 
meaning after my work — the first research exploration of the subject. Some examples of 
modern "scientific" papers will be considered at the end, after the presentation of factual 
history, there will show their insolvency. 

Section "Chronicle" contains extracts from historical sources with references to 
Terekhtemyriv. It is the basis of all subsequent sections, but for the first reading, it can be 
omitted. 

Section "History" contains a summary of actual history of Terekhtemyriv as it appears 
from the available sources. 

In the section "Legends" discusses the various myths about the fantastic 
Terekhtemyriv, explained their origin and the actual errors. 

In the section "Falsified chart of Bathory — Khmelnitsky" analysed in details this 
lateral branch of Terekhtemyriv legend, found its origin, source of existence and proved its 
complete falsehood. 

In the "Appendices" made a detailed examination of certain specific issues emerge 
which was necessary to explain the history of Terekhtemyriv. 


I express my gratitude to Dmitry Vortman that stimulated my interest in the subject; 
he always helped me in finding multiple sources and advice on many issues that I have 
encountered. 


Name 


Geography. Ancient history 


Chronicle 

Cartography 

History 

Legends 

Falsed universal Bathory — Khmelnitsky 


Scientific historiography 


Conclusions 


Teaching tips 


Appendices 
Kyiv, January — September 2013. 


It is an abstract of the chapter. For the full text see please ukrainian version. 


Name 

The name is known from the 16th century. The specific form of Ukrainian names 
should be considered pleophonic — Terekhtemyriv. There is no convincing explanation of 
the name in literature. In my opinion, the explanation must come from distinct 
antroponimic form of name (house or a farm of Terekhtemyr). Name Terekhtemyr quite 
obviously consists of two Tatar words Terek + Temyr. It is impossible to connect this 
Terek-Temyr with someone famous historical figures. It can be assumed that the proper 
name reflects the process of settling of Kaniv region in the Golden Horde time of 2 half 13 
— | half 14th century. 


It is an abstract of the chapter. For the full text see please ukrainian version. 


Geography. Ancient history 
Terekhtemyriv situated on a peninsula about 10 x 10 km in size, which is surrounded 
on three sides by the Dnieper (now — Kaniv Reservoir). 


Panorama of Kaniv Reservoir and Pereiaslav from Monastyrok village. 
Photo D.Vortman, June 3, 2011 


This peninsula has no special name, in the description of the Soviet troops operation 
in 1943, used the name Bukryn place d'arme. 

The peninsula rather amply rich archaeological sites. Thus, between the villages 
Terekhtemyriv and Monastyrok on the edge of the plateau is a large hillfort of the Scythian 
period, which is called Terekhtemyriv's hillfort. 

Historic times for the peninsula began in 1096 when mentioned in the chronicles that 
Polovtsian crossing the Dnieper near Zarub. Hillfort of this ancient town is located on the 
eastern side of the peninsula, near the village Zarubincy. On the northern side of the 
peninsula, near the village Monastyrok, was situated ancient Zarub monastery. 


It is an abstract of the chapter. For the full text see please ukrainian version. 
This section will be presented in chronological order quotes from primary sources, 
which contains references to Terekhtemyriv. Sources are divided into three groups: 


- The (1) and green header background marked reliable sources that contain specific 


information on Terekhtemyriv. 


- The (2) and yellow header background marked sources that might contain news of 


Terekhtemyriv but not actually contain them (the need for such a strange group due to the 
fact that "historians" of Terehtemyroa often refer to them, without looking in the text). 
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- The (3) and fed header background marked sources which contain deliberately 


falsified or unknowingly (in a good trust in older sources) rewritten false news of 
Terekhtemyriv. 

Each entry is filed chronicle entry, which describes the origin of the source citation or 
the full text of sources and minimal explanation of the content. 

To chronicle we include only the contemporary news. However, the news ftom the 
later works, reliance primarily on published data, we placed in separate sections "Echoes in 
Europe" and "Echoes of Ukraine". For some foreign texts published Ukrainian translations, 
which I took and made the links, but most of the translation belongs to me (if they have no 
links). 

Since my statements should not be regarded to be archeographic publication, I 
allowed myself some simplifying spell (which later document, the more closer to the 
modern spelling). But a name of Terekhtemyriv I always tried to give as it is written in the 
source. 


The middle of the 16th century 


4th quarter of 16th century 


Early 17th century 
Patriarch Theophanes visit, 1620 — 1621 


1621 — 1624 
Arrest of Uniates, 1622 


Stay of Jakhia, 1625 


1627 — 1637 
War of 1637 — 1638 


1639 — 1647 
Khmelnycky's epoch, 1648 — 1657 


1658 — 1660 
1661 — 1686 
1700 — 1709 
1710 — 1750 
1751 — 1765 
1766 — 1800 


Sources 19 cent. 


Echoes in Europe 


Echoes of Ukraine 


nN 


It is an abstract of the chapter. For the full text see please ukrainian version. 


The middle of the 16th century 


It is an abstract of the chapter. For the full text see please ukrainian version. 


4th quarter of 16th century 


(2) 1578, September 10. Diploma Stefan Bathory 
(2) 1581, March 20. Register of Cossack Regiment 
(2) 1582, April 9. Diploma Stefan Bathory 
(2) 1585. Notes Laurence Mueller 
(2) 1585. Epicedion 


(2) 1585. Description of Poland by Stanislaw Sarnicki 


(2) 1587. History by Stanislaw Sarnicki 


(2) 1595. Atlas by G.Mercator 
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Detail of G. WMereaion ‘S map of Taurica, waieaine Kyiv and Cherkasy 


(1) 1596, April. 
Fragment of "History of Poland" by R. Heidenstein 


(1) 1596 April 27 (May 7). 
Resolution of the Sejm of the Commonwealth 


(2) 1599 Chronicle by Joachim Belsky 
Conclusion 
We have carefully reviewed the documents that highlight the history of Ukrainian 
Cossacks at the time of Stefan Bathory — and found in them no mention of Terekhtemyriv. 
The story of Terekhtemyriv as the center of the Cossacks in general and especially in times 


of Bathory belong to historical legends that arose much later, as shown in detail in section 
"Legends". 


It is an abstract of the chapter. For the full text see please ukrainian version. 


Early 17th century 


(1) 1601 January 22 (February 1). 
Letter of S.Kishka to J.Zamoiski 


(1) 1601 3 (13) March. Resolution of the Sejm of the Commonwealth 
(1) 1614 5 (15) October. Decision of Zhytomyr Commission 
(1) 1616, 4 (14) January. List of members of the Kyiv Brotherhood 
(1) 1616, 7 (17) March. Lustration of Kaniv starostvo 


(1) 1617, 18 (28) October. Act of Olshanska Commission 


(1) 1618, 12 (22) June. Complaint of F.Proskura on the Cossacks 
(1) 1618, 11 (21) December. Instructions for ambassadors to the Diet 


(1) 1619, 1 (11) September. Letter of Volyn gentry 
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Ezekiel Kurcevych signature on the letter of 1619 


(2) the 1619 September 28 (October 8). Act of Rastavyca Commission 


It is an abstract of the chapter. For the full text see please ukrainian version. 


Patriarch Theophanes visit, 1620 - 1621 
(1) 1620, May 26 (June 5). Letter from the Patriarch Theophanes 
(1) 1621 7 (17) January. Letter from the Patriarch Theophanes 
(1) 1621, 3 (13) February. Zhyvotiv Note 
(1) 1621, January — February. Annals of Gustynja monastery 


(1) 1621. Kyiv chronicle 


It is an abstract of the chapter. For the full text see please ukrainian version. 


1621 - 1624 


(1) 1621, 18 (28) October. 
Information Commission in the negotiations with the Cossacks 


(1) 1622 Lustration of Kiev province 


(1) 1624, 12 (22) June. Complaint by J.Chalecki 


It is an abstract of the chapter. For the full text see please ukrainian version. 
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Arrest of Uniates, 1622 


Cossacks seized in Kiev 4 Uniate clerics and kept them in detention in Terekhtemyriv 
(August — November 1622). We have three documentary evidence on this case — from 
1623, 1626 and 1632. 


(1) 1623, 14 (24) February. Letter from J. V. Rutski 
(1) 1626 Letter from J. V. Rutski 


(2) the 1632, summer. Supplementum sinopsis 


It is an abstract of the chapter. For the full text see please ukrainian version. 


Stay of Jakhia, 1625 


About staying of an impostor Jakhia (Alexander), claimant to the throne of the 
Ottoman Empire, in Ukraine we have a set of documents (1625 — 1626) from the Moscow 
archives. These documents are published with an introduction by P. Kulish [Materials for 
the history of reunion Rus. — Moscow: 1877, v. 1, p. 142 — 286, he took the documents 
from the General Archives of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs]. We write out these 
documents only what concerns Terekhtemyriv. 

To better understand the context of the emergence of a document I made the most 
detailed "Chronology of Jakhia's stay in Ukraine", which can be checked. 


(1) 1625, January. Autobiography of Jakhia 
(1) 1625, January 24 (February 3). Letter from I.Borecky 


(1) 1625, after 7 (17) February. 
Letter from Putivl governor 


(1) 1625, after 2 (12) December. 
Letter from Putivl governor 


(1) 1625, after 2 (12) December. Priest Philip's story 


(1) 1626, 12 (22) January. Priest Philip's story 


It is an abstract of the chapter. For the full text see please ukrainian version. 


1627 - 1637 
(1) 1627, February. Monks from Terekhtemyriv in Moscow 
(1) 1627 Book of Bolshoi (Great) Drawings 


(2) 1631, 3 (13) May. Taxes list of Kiev province 
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(1) 1631..1633. Lustration of Kaniv starostvo 


(1) 1637. Explanation for Hypatius Chronicle 


It is an abstract of the chapter. For the full text see please ukrainian version. 


War of 1637 - 1638 
(1) 1637, September 21. Letter from P.Pavijuk 
(1) 1638, 5 (15) February. Relation of Commissioner of the Cossacks 
(1) 1638, April. Note by S.Koniecpolski 
(1) 1638, 7 (17) April. Resolution of the Sejm of the Commonwealth 


(1) 1638. S.Okolski's diary 

Dominican friar Simon Okolski (1580 — 1653) accompanied Hetman M.Potocki in 
campaigns against the Cossacks in 1637 and 1638. During the campaign he kept a diary, 
which was published in 1638 (the 1637 campaign) and 1639 (the 1638 campaign), 
respectively. These diaries are a valuable source and is actively used by later historians, 
including S.Velychko and S.Lukomsky. In 1858 they were reprinted [Okolski S. Dyariusz 
transakcji wojennej] miedzy wojskom koronnym i zaporoskim w r.1637, tudzie 
Kontynuacya diariusza wojennego w roku 1638. — Krakow: 1858]. 

Translation of S. Velichko 

Abbreviated translation of the second part of the S.Okolski's diary included in the 
S.Velychko's Chronicle and published in 1864, where we quote the relevant fragments. It 
contains some additions and explanations by S. Velichko, but they do not apply to the 
following pieces of Terekhtemyriv. 


It is an abstract of the chapter. For the full text see please ukrainian version. 


1639 -— 1647 
(1) 1639 Fall. Cossack petition to the Diet 
(1) 1643. S.Oswiecim's diary 
(1) 1645, 1 (11) January. Delimitation of Terekhtemyriv property 


(1) 1651. Description of Ukraine by G.L.Beauplan 


It is an abstract of the chapter. For the full text see please ukrainian version. 
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Khmelnycky's epoch, 1648 - 1657 


(1) 1648, May 23 (June 2). Letter from H.Vyshnevecki 


(1) 1649, 16 (26) February. W.Miaskowski's diary 
(1) 1649, February 19 (March 1). Letter from W.Miaskowski 
(1) 1649, July. Interrogation of unknown insurgent captured near Zagallja 
(2) 1649, August. Zborow treaty 
(1) 1649, 4 (14) October. Letter from Putivl governor 
(1) 1649, October — November. List of Zaporozhian cossack army 
(2) 1649, the end of November. Instructions for ambassadors to the Diet 
(1) 1650, 2 (12) January. The charter of King Jan-Casimir 
(1) 1652, 15 (25) January. Spy Report 
(1) 1652, 5 (15) March. The charter of King Jan-Casimir 
(1) 1652. Cross in Terekhtemyriv 
In the mid-19th century. in Terekhtemyriv stood tall stone cross with the inscription: 


"1652, here buried the servant of God Ivan Mukha, cossack of Zaporizhia troops" [without 
indication of the source. — Pohylevych L. Stories about inhabited terrains of Kiev province. 


— Kyiv 1864, p. 593] 
This Ivan Mukha listed in the register of 1649 — in the list of Terekhtemyriv company 


he stands in fourth place [Register of Cossack Army in 1649. — K.: 1995, p. 121]. 
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Sepulchre Cross of Ivan Mukha. Photo by R.Zymovec 


Thanks valuable article by Roman Zymovec we know that the cross preserved to our 
time in Terekhtemyriv in the tract Muszyna Mountain |Zymovets R. Cossack stone crosses 
and rural cemeteries in Trakhtemyriv region: little-known memorial of Ukrainian history. — 
2013] 


(1) January 1654. Books of oath for Tsar Alexei Mikhailovich 


(1) 1654, until February 28 (March 10). 
The story of the Greeks of Constantinople in Moscow 


(1) 1654, 13 (23) March. Record of talks between B.Khmelnitsky's 
ambassadors and nobles 


(1) 1654, 8 (18) December. 
Letter from B.Khmelnitsky to V. B. Sheremetev 


It is an abstract of the chapter. For the full text see please ukrainian version. 
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1658 — 1660 


(1) 1659, March (?). 
Please of Cossack Army to the Diet 


(1) 1659, March -— April. 
Resolution of the Warsaw Sejm 


(2) 1659, March -— April. Investiture for father M.Hunashevsky 


(1) 1659, 14 (24) May. 
The privilege of King Jan-Casimir 


(1) 1659, 4 (14) October. Report by O. M. Trubecki 


(1) 1659, 15 (25) October. Letter from Andrew Potocki 


(1) 1660, June. Pleas of Abbot I. Krekhovsky 


It is an abstract of the chapter. For the full text see please ukrainian version. 


1661 - 1686 
(1) 1661, 8 (18) April. Letter from I. Somko 
(1) 1661, 10 (20) October. Report by prince B. Volkonsky 


(1) 1664, November 30 (December 10). 
Instructions for Cossack envoys to the Diet 


(1) 1665, 8 (18) May. 
Universal of Hetman I.Brjukhovetsky 


(1) 1665, November 23 (December 3). 
Pleas of Kaniv monks 


(1) 1666, 20 (30) February. Please of right-bank Cossacks to King Jan- 
Casimir 


(1) 1666, 14 (24) May. A reply from King Jan-Casimir 
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(1) 1669, 18 (28) May. Report by I.Rzhevsky 


(1) 1670, 10 (20) May. Instruction by hetman P. Doroshenko 
(2) 1670, August 23 (September 2). Act of Ostrog Commission 
(1) 1670, 9 (19) October Instruction by hetman P. Doroshenko 

(1) 1670, 12 (22) December. The Constitution of the Warsaw Sejm 


(1) 1672, January 26 (February 5). 
Evidence of captured Tartar 


(1) 1672, 13 (23) June. Letter from S.Kyrylov 
(1) 1672, 15 (25) October. Report by L.Vasylyev 
(1) 1673, May 13 Universal of hetman P. Doroshenko 


(1) 1686, April 26 (May 6). 
Perpetual Peace between Russia and the Commonwealth 


17th century. Ballad of Samiylo Kishka 


It is an abstract of the chapter. For the full text see please ukrainian version. 


1700 - 1709 


(1) 1700, 1 (12) September. Universal of Hetman Ivan Mazepa 
(1) 1701, 4 (15) February. Universal of Hetman Ivan Mazepa 


(1) 1701, March 28 (April 8). Conversation of Hetman Ivan Mazepa with 
clerk Boris Mikhailov on various secret affairs 


(1) 1701, 7 (18) April. Universal of Hetman Ivan Mazepa 


(1) 1701, August 27 (September 7). 
Universal of Hetman Ivan Mazepa 


(1) 1701, 10 (21) December. Universal of Hetman Ivan Mazepa 


(1) 1702, 3 (14) March. The letter of Peter the 1st 
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(1) 1702, 4 (15) March. The letter of Peter the 1st 


(2) 1702 The eyewitness chronicle 
(1) 1704, 8 (19) April. Universal of Hetman Ivan Mazepa 
(1) 1704 Diary by Ivan Bykhovets 


(1) 1708, 6 (17) October. 
Letter from Hetman Ivan Mazepa to Count G.I.Golovkin 


It is an abstract of the chapter. For the full text see please ukrainian version. 


1710 - 1750 


(1) 1710, 1 (12) January. 
Universal of Hetman I. Skoropadsky 


(1) 1710, January 24 (February 4). 
Resolution of the Warsaw Sejm 


(1) 1710, 5 (16) April. Pacts by P. Orlik 
(1) 1711, September 23 (October 14). The decree of Tsar Peter the 1st 
(1) 1714 Diploma Z.Kornylovych 


(1) 1717 19 (30) January. 
Constitution of Warsaw peacekeeping Diet 


(1) 1720, July 28 (August 8). Charts of Peter the ist 
(1) 1730, June. General investigation of estates Pereyaslav regiment 
(1) 1734. Tax register 
(1) 1735. Please of bishop A.Berlo 
(1) 1741. Visitation of churches in Terekhtemyriv 
(1) 1745, 15 (25) January. The letter from Zaporozhska Sich 


(1) 1746, Visitation of churches in Monastyrok 


It is an abstract of the chapter. For the full text see please ukrainian version. 
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1751 - 1765 


(1) 1751, 6 (17) November. Complaint of Kaniv headman 


(1) 1765 19 (30) June. 
Lustration of Terekhtemyriv starostvo 


It is an abstract of the chapter. For the full text see please ukrainian version. 


1766 — 1800 
(1) 1770. Map of Kaniv starostvo 


(1) 1771. List of foreign monasteries 
of Pereyaslav diocese 


(1) 1775. Description of Kyiv 


(1) 1776, Sept. 24 (October 5). 
Decree of Pereyaslav Consistory 


(1) 1781. List of villages in Terekhtemyriv company 
(1) 1781. Order of Pereyaslav Consistory 
(1) 1783. Travel of I. H. Minc 


(1) 1787, 1 (12 September). Report by V.Sadkovsky 
It is an abstract of the chapter. For the full text see please ukrainian version. 


Sources 19 cent. 
(1) 1835. Map of the Dnieper 
(1) 1845. Observation of Taras Shevchenko 


(1) 1850. 9th revision 
It is an abstract of the chapter. For the full text see please ukrainian version. 


Echoes in Europe 
History of Terekhtemyriv is inextricably linked to the broader theme of the national 
liberation struggle of the Ukrainian people against the Polish nobility, caused a significant 
stir in European literature — Polish, German, French and others. The value of the works 
under consideration in this section is not their source values, but the impact on 
historiography. 
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Ukrainian historiography was greatly influenced by European works. Starting from G. 
Grabjanka, it drew plenty facts from european historical books. Therefore, the messages of 
Ukrainian narrative stories about Terekhtemyriv should be considered as echo of european 
echo. 


1645. Paul Piasecki 
1646. Jakub Sobieski 
1663. Pierre Chevalier 
1676. Samuel Gradsky 

1681. Samuel Twardowski 
1682. Samuel von Pufendorf 
1687. Cyaneae 


1703. Jan J6zefowich 
It is an abstract of the chapter. For the full text see please ukrainian version. 


Echoes of Ukraine 
As already mentioned above, information about Terekhtemyriv in Ukrainian historical 
works of 18 — 1 half 19th cent. completely dependent on the European works listed above, 
mainly from S. Twardowski and to a lesser extent — P. Piasecki. 


1718. Stephen Savitsky 
1719. Gregory Grabianka 
1720. Samuel Velichko 
1734. Summary of Little Russia 
1740. Simon Myshetsky 
1742. Chronicle of Jakiv Lyzohub 
1764. Petr Simonovsky 


1764. Stanislav Zarulsky 
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1770. Stephen Lukomsky 


1775. Gerhard Friedrich Miller 
1783 Short chronical description 
1786. Alexander Rigelman 
1822, Dmitry Bantysh-Kamensky 
1820's. "History of Rusy" 
1830. Dmitry Bantysh-Kamensky 


1842. Nikolai Markevich 
It is an abstract of the chapter. For the full text see please ukrainian version. 


Cartography 
Terekhtemyriv shown on many maps of 17 — 18 cent. Since the study of these maps 
shows that they are completely independent of other types of written sources and in turn 
does not affect the other written sources, I felt it appropriate to bring these maps out of the 
general chronicle and conclude a separate mapping chronicle. 


17-cent. maps 


18-cent. maps 


Terekhtemyriv on maps of 17 — 18 cent 


It is an abstract of the chapter. For the full text see please ukrainian version. 


17-cent. maps 


(1) 1613. Map of Lithuania by T.Makowski 
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Detail of map of Lithuania by T.Makowsky (ed. 1631) indicating the Terekhtemyriv 


Detail of maps of the Dnieper by G.Beauplan indicating Terekhtemyriv 
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Fragment of a general map of Ukraine by G. L. Beauplan with the designation 
Terekhtemyriv. Remember that south — upstairs, north — at the bottom. 
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Fragment of a special map of Ukraine by G. L. Beauplan with the designation 
Terekhtemyriva. Remember that soutn — upstairs, north — at the bottom. 
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It is an abstract of the chapter. For the full text see please ukrainian version. 


18-cent. maps 


Other maps 


It is an abstract of the chapter. For the full text see please ukrainian version. 


Terekhtemyriv on maps of 17 - 18 cent. 


Learning special issue — displaying Terekhtemyriv on the maps — allowed to come to 
broader conclusions about mapping the entire Dnieper: 
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1526 1558 1648 
BanosBcbkun [pogeubkun bonnauH 


Wapowski Grodecki Beauplan 


Three traditions of the Dnieper images on the 16 — 17-cent. maps 

1. Displaying of Dnieper on the 16 — 18-cent. maps passed three stages, each 
characterized by own contour of Dnieper: 

1.1. Tradition of B.Wapowski's map (1526) — generally on the Dnieper noted only 
Kyiv, Kaniv (sometimes) and Cherkassy. This tradition was dominant in the 16th century 
and becomes 17 cent. 

1.2. Tradition of V.Grodecki's map (1558) — initially differs from Wapowski's one 
only an outline of the Dnieper. The map by T.Makowski — N. Radziwill (1613) was drawn 
in this tradition, but replenished with a lot of new objects over Dnieper, particularly — 
Terekhtemyriv in characteristic pleopgonic form. Bright noticeable feature for maps of this 
tradition is false images of Terekhtemyriv monastery much lower Cherkasy, at the mouth 
Tyasmyn. Maps of this tradition were published until the end of 17th century. 

1.3. Tradition of G. Beauplan's map (1648), which presents a realistic outline of the 
great grasslands of the Dnieper and many objects on the Dnieper. These objects are given 
regardless of the Makowsky's map; characteristic feature is the name of Terekhtemyriv in 
non-pleophonic and somewhat distorted form (Trethymirow). Terekhtemyriv monastery 
presented in its proper place — slightly below Terekhtemyriv. Maps of this tradition became 
popular in the 2 half 17th century, and in 18 cent. completely replaced the maps of other 
traditions. 

2. Terekhtemyriv can be seen in almost all general maps, which shows the middle 
Dnieper: the map of Ukraine, the Grand Duchy of Lithuania, the Polish-Lithuanian 
Commonwealth, the European part of the Russian Empire, Taurica (or Little Tartary), 
maps of the Dnieper. This indicates a significant weight afforded to this item by 
cartographers 17 — 18 cent. 

3. In the 19th century. Terekhtemyriv disappears from the gemeral maps and 
displayed only on large-scale maps of the Kyiv region, indicating a decrease in its value at 
this time. 
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4. 17-cent. maps can unequivocally state that Terekhtemyriv monastery located in the 
modern village Monastyrok, but not in the Terekhtemyriv that depicted separately 
upstream of the monastery. 


History 


16th century 
Late 16th century 


1 half of the 17th century 


2nd half of 17th century 


18th century 
16th century 


History of Terekhtemyriv should begin from the time of the Tatar domination of the 
Dnieper (mid 13 — 1 half 14th c.). Analysis of the proper name "Terekhtemyriv" suggests 
that this village was founded by Tatar named Terek-Temir near Kaniv, which was the 
center of the Golden Horde administration. 

Terekhtemyriv was established near the ancient Zarub monastery, the monastery was 
located in the village Monastyrok and in 16 — 18 c. was called Terekhtemyriv one. Thus, 
our focus will be the village (town) Terekhtemyriv and Terekhtemyriv monastery, and all 
the time we must remember that these are two separate geographical sites. 

The first records of Terekhtemyriv and monastery belonging to 1552, but they contain 
some historical reminder, which can hypothetically reconstruct the history of the past 75 
years. 

The description of the Kyiv castle in 1552 in the list of holdings, due to the Kyiv 
Metropolis, named Zarub monastery. The description of Kaniv castle that year referred to 
"the church Zarub Terekhtemyriv". Identity of Zarub and Terekhtemyriv monasteries 
confirmed appointment of Peter Mogila 1637. 
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Late 16th century 


In the reign of King S.Bathory (1576 — 1586 years) came famous reform of the 
Cossacks, to which later legends tied Terekhtemyriv. This invention discussed in the 
section "Legends", so here suffice it to say: 


Stefan Bathory never provided Terekhtemyriv for Cossacks. 


The next mention of "Munster Tserehchymeromsky" contained in the constitution of 
the Sejm in 1590. Parliament allowed King Sigismund 3rd to assign this monastery for 
some deserved nobles. 


In the April 1596 issue Terekhtemyriv engaged in Warsaw Sejm. It passed to punish 
the insurrection of the Cossacks and cancel of Zelehimerova and Boryspil. (Name 
Terekhtemyriva was still unusual for the secretary). 
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That decision is the first document where pointed out the connection between 
Terekhtemyrivom and Cossacks. In what way the Cossacks earned a town — we do not 
know, our sources are silent about this. 


It is an abstract of the chapter. For the full text see please ukrainian version. 


1 half of the 17th century 


Taken from the Cossacks Terekhtemyriv immediately (perhaps in the same Diet 1596) 
was provided for Volyn noble Gregory Gulyanitsky. But the Cossacks did not consider the 
fight for Terekhtemyriv lost and in the next 110 years — until 1710 — at every opportunity 
required the government to return Terekhtemyriv from another invader or confirmation of 
ownership rights to it. 

At that time (1613) Terekhtemyriv first appears on a map of the Grand Duchy of 
Lithuania T. Makowsky — N. Radziwill. 

In the act of Zhytomyr Commission in 1614 recorded that Terekhtemyriv monastery 
should be handed Cossack army. When Cossacks resumed their possession Terekhtemyriv? 
In my opinion, this was done during the fall of 1614 — beginning of 1615. 

New owners of Terekhtemyriv easily achieved immediately felt its neighbors. 
Complaints included the Cossacks in 1616, 1618, 1622, 1624 's, we learn that they joined 
to town and monastery villages Hryhorivka, Zherdeva, Pidsuche, Romashky, Kolesyscha, 
Bukryn. In fact, the entire Terekhtemyriv peninsula was possession of the Cossacks. 

In early 1616, first appears in documents a particular person associated with the 
monastery — Archimandrite Ezekiel Kurcevych (? — 1625? 16427). 

During the visit of Patriarch Theophanes E.Kurcevych was ordained a Bishop 
Vladimir-Brest. In June 1624 against him (as terehtemyriv Abbot) filed another complaint 
by hitting a Rzhishchev. On this basis, I conclude that Kurcevych resided in Terekhtemyriv 
monastery continuously from 1615 (1614?) to 1624. Later E. Kurtsevych emigrated to 
Moscow (probably in autumn 1625). 


During the long stay of Jerusalem Patriarch Theophanes in Ukraine (1620 — 1621 
years), he twice visited Terekhtemyriv monastery — in May 1620 and in January 1621. 

About the second visit we learn from a letter Theophanes written 7 (17) January 1621 
in Terekhtemyriv monasteries. The letter was addressed to the Cossacks and urged them to 
come up to fight against the Turkish invasion. 

So in this episode Terekhtemyriv played a political role, in addition, not every 
Ukrainian monastery may boasts a two-time visit to the patriarch. 

The next two episodes from the history of Terekhtemyriv also some (albeit small) 
political significance. In autumn 1622 the Cossacks seized in Kiev four Uniate clerics and 
kept them in detention in Terekhtemyriv. The next episode is associated with staying in 
Ukraine pretender to the Turkish throne Jakhia (Alexander). Jan. 24 (Feb. 3) 1625 he met 
in Terekhtemyriv with metropolitan Boretsky. Boretsky wrote a letter of recommendation 
for Jakhia's messengers, and they just departed from Terekhtemyriva to Moscow, joining 
the road to Zaporizhzhya embassy. Further development of this story not related with 
Terekhtemyriv. 


In the history of the Cossack uprising 1637 — 1638 years, unlike earlier and later 
revolts Terekhtemyriv played a role. It boils down to these three episodes. 
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1, the head of the rebellion in 1637 P. Pawluk sometime in August — September 1637 
sent the Crown Hetman S. Koniecpolski complaint, in which he mentioned the valuables 
which his predecessors (Cossack leaders) filed a Terekhtemyriv for praise of God — now 
they have been taken. 

2, the oath of registered Cossacks in Terekhtemyriv. It was carried out after the defeat 
of the Registered Cossacks in Kumejkami and Borovitsa by the Polish commissioners — 
Stanislaw Potocki and Adam Kisel — who had to re-register Cossacks and bring them to 
swear allegiance to the Commonwealth. This event was held in Terekhtemyriv from 5 (15) 
to 11 (21) February 1638. 

3, Warsaw Sejm held in March — April 1638, adopted a new ordination Cossack 
troops. The project was prepared by Stanislaw Koniecpolski. It formed the basis of Sejm 
constitution. 

When doing this ordination in December 1638 found that Terekhtemyriv destroyed, 
and the Polish Commissioner of the Cossacks could not fit there. 

When and who destroyed Terekhtemyriv? In M. Potocki's relation of December 1638 
it was written that town devastated by fire because there was a major stronghold of the 
rebels and where they do the most stubborn resistance. 

This is — obvious lie! The main fighting during the uprising in 1638 there were further 
south. The main resistance they did the camp elders at the mouth of Sula. Neither 
eyewitness S. Okolski who carefully recorded all combat fight nor modern scholar A. 
Boroviak that used recently introduced into scientific circulation new documents about this 
uprising did not mention the fights in Terekhtemyriv, its defense or acquisition. 


The result of ordination 1638 was total destruction of Cossacks possession in 
Terekhtemyriv. Villages around Terekhtemyriv were added to Kaniv starostvo, and the 
Terekhtemyriv became the seat of the Polish Commissioner with a numerous guardia. 
Cossacks remained perhaps one monastery. 

By this time (1645) was published chronicle by Paul Piasecki detailing the Bathory 
legend. As part of this legend was fantastic image of Terekhtemyriv. Thereafter, the legend 
has healed independent life. This tells more in section "Legends". 
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2nd half of 17th century 


Since the beginning of the liberation war of Bogdan Khmelnitsky (1648) 
Terekhtemyriv often mentioned in various military communiques as a ferry across the 
Dnieper, which was of some importance to maneuver troops (in line with passages in 
Kaniv and Rzhyshchiv). 

16 (26) February 1649 Secretary of the Polish Embassy Wojciech Miaskowsky, 
departing from Pereiaslav, recorded that same day Khmelnytskyi went to Terekhtemyriv. 
This — the only record about a possible visit B.Khmelnitsky to Terekhtemyriv, and about 
the other hetmans we do not have such records. 

There were no mention on Terekhtemyriv in 1649 Zborow treaty documents. But it 
was a requirement for a separate postulate of cossacks, and as a response to it King Jan- 
Casimir issued privilege for cossacks on Terekhtemyriv. Ceremony issuing privilege on 
Terekhtemyriv repeated at each subsequent ratification of peace with the Cossack Army — 
in 1652 and 1659, respectively. Follow Polish kings did not gave such privileges. 
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Zborow treaty brought in Ukraine another important innovation — fixing of centesimal 
administrative structure. In drawing up the new registry of Cossack Army in the Kanev 
regiment was allocated Terekhtemyriv company, which consisted of 167 Cossacks. 

Register in 1649 called the first known terehtemyriv Centurion — Tsepkovsky. 

In 1654, during talks in Moscow between Ukrainian and Russian ambassadors and 
concluding March Union was raised the issue of granting the privilege to Terekhtemyriv 
monastery from the tsar's government. In this case monastery was called military the first 
time. The tsarist government was silent on this appeal and never gave such a privilege, and 
in 1667 renounced all right-bank Ukraine. 


Complex of four petitions of Abbot Joasaph Krekhovsky 1660 is extraordinary 
interest as a source to the internal history of the monastery. What was hoping to get 
Joasaph in Moscow? 

The most important item was tin (white iron) for the church roof, which leaked badly, 
so that water sailed to the throne and the pulpit. The monastery needed paints for icons. In 
an indirect way, we learn that there was a painter. Next monastery needed prayer books. 
Specifically, were called "Statutes" and "Ladder". Then it needed a church clothes — robe 
and surplice for the deacon. It was also requested monetary salary. 

Pleas can explain something name "military", attached to the monastery. Hetman 
Yurii Khmelnytsky with all the Cossack Army called "supreme holy place ktytor of 
Military Monastery Terekhtemyriv." It is important to mention that the hospital belonged 
to the monastery. Great value for the monastery was privilegy to fish in the river Samara 
and its tributaries. 

At the end of September (julian style) 1659 at Rosava river held Cossack Council, 
which Vyhovsky been overtrowed and Yuri Khmelnitsky proclaimed hetman. 

Before the new hetman was a question of normalization of relations with Russia (in 
the form of oath to Moscow Tsar). Khmelnytsky sent Trubetskoy (which resided in 
Pereyaslav) proposal to carry out the negotiations and oath in Terekhtemyriv monastery. 

Russian representatives had rejected this offer and forced Khmelnytsky come to 
Pereiaslav (9 (19) October 1659). Terekhtemyriv monastery was very close to play a 
political role, but circumstances have returned anyway, and the fate of the monastery fell 
only give stationary for Ukrainian and Russian troops moved in spite of it. 

Soon after, in 1661, the Dnieper was the front line between the left-bank and right- 
bank hetmans and remained so until 1686, when its "front-line" status moved to the status 
of the border between Russia and the Commonwealth. 

Terekhtemyriv monastery was so devastated that the monks were forced to 
temporarily relocate to Kaniv monastery, as recorded in the Universal of Hetman I. 
Brjukhovetsky of 8 (18) May 1665. In the Universal of P. Doroshenko for Kaniv 
monastery of 2 (12) February 1670 there was no more mention of Terekhtemyriv monks, 
from which we can conclude that they have turned to Terekhtemyriv. 

Despite these adventures, right-bank Cossacks continued to solicit cases 
Terekhtemyriv monastery. Requirements for Sejm guarantees for it contained the 
instructions for Cossack envoys to the Sejm, written in 1664 (by Hetman P. Teterya), 1666 
and 1670 (by Hetman P. Doroshenko). 

Except petitions to the Diet, the hetman P. Doroshenko published in 1673 universal in 
favor Terekhtemyriv monastery. Document issued for Abbot Artem Sylnytsky, so there is 
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no doubt about the operation of the monastery at that time. The only specific property of 
the monastery at that time was passage on the Dnieper. 

By this time, up to 1672, was the first mention of local homecraft — production of 
millstones. This year the merchants of Shishaki went to Terekhtemyriv (which is 200 km) 
for millstones, and failed to cross the Dnieper through military action. This homecraft 
operated in 18 — 19 cent., but its volume was small, and it was not seen as a source of 
income. 

The most serious accident befell Terekhtemyriv in 1678, after the Turkish army won 
Chigirin. The only source on the fate Terekhtemyriva at this time is later mention in the 
Universal of I. Mazepa from December 10, 1701, which he gave Pereyaslavl Bishop 
estates "Orthodox monastery from busurman invasion destroyed — Terekhtemyriv 
Monastery and Kaniv Monastery". The only significant case busurman attack on Kaniv 
region was a march of Turkish and Tatar troops to Kaniv in September 1678. 

The only fragment of Kaniv regiment that survived after the evacuation of the left 
bank of the Dnieper, was Terekhtemyriv company. For it had given seven villages on the 
left bank opposite Terekhtemyriv (lists known from documents in 1730 and 1781), and it 
was incorporated into the Pereyaslav regiment. 

The decisive blow struck Terekhtemyriv by Perpetual Peace concluded between 
Russia and the Commonwealth in 1686. Seventh article of treaty specifically concerned the 
status of the settlements on the right bank of the Dnieper. Article worked out very difficult 
and almost became an obstacle at the conclusion of peace. The parties agreed that the 
settlements (among which is clearly mentioned Terekhtemyriv) temporarily had to remain 
unoccupied. 


Engraving "Terekhtemyriv" 1687 
At this time (1687) in the German city Augsburg was published the book «Cyaneae» 
with mentions on Terekhtemyriv and engraving. This engraving is often reprint, but never 
indicate that it is — fantasy of German engraver, it has no relation to the real 
Terekhtemyriv. 
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18th century 
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In connection with the restoration Pereyaslav diocese in 1701 I. Mazepa issued five (!) 
universals, and tsar Peter — three letters. Each of these documents mentioned that the newly 
appointed Bishop Zacharias Kornilovich was entitled to estates of desolated Terekhtemyriv 
and Kaniv monasteries. We have no data on the revival of devastated villages by these 
letters. 

In 1715 King August 2nd given Terekhtemyriv for Anthony Tripolski, and in 1717 
parliament agreed to this provision and decided to separate Kaniv and Terekhtemyriv 
starostvo. 

Interestingly, A. Tripolsky showed to the Diet (and perhaps also to the King) of the 
"diploma" S.Bathory 1576 to provide Terekhtemyriv for Cossacks. I believe this letter (full 
text of which is unknown) false on the grounds that contemporaries and immediate 
successors of S.Bathory (including Cossacks themselves) knew nothing about such 
document, and for fraud one could read chronicle P. Piasecki, which at that time has been 
known for 70 years. 

Since 1765 we have detailed roster of starostvo income, which is then considered as 
king's estate and had to pay a quart to crown treasure. 


For history of Terekhtemyriv monastery in the 18th century we do not have a 
representative set of sources. The monastery was the subject of dispute between the 
Orthodox Kiev (Pereyaslav) diocese and Uniates (Basilian Order). 

In 1775 all the best monastery premises were occupied by Commissioner of Polish 
border guards and inducer (clerk to collect fees). After dismembering of Poland and 
joining the right-bank Ukraine to Russia (1793) news of the monastery eventually 
disappear. 


With the transition under Russian rule in 1793 Terekhtemyriv turned into ordinary 
village of Kaniv district, although it continued to be named a town until 1925. 
Significantly, the beginning of the 19th century it disappears from general maps and 
displayed only for large-scale maps, which marked all the villages in a row. 
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Legends 

Development of Terekhtemyriv legends 

Content of Terekhtemyriv legends 

Origin of Terekhtemyriv legend 

Purpose of Terekhtemyriv legend 

Practical use of Terekhtemyriv legends 


Historiography as part of legends 


Development of Terekhtemyriv legends 
Observations on the spread of information about Terekhtemyriv in European and later 
in Ukrainian literature in 17 — 1 half 19th century leads to the following conclusions. 


1. The main source of this information was P.Pyasecki's Chronicle (1645), other work 
either dependent on it, or had no significant effect on the historiography of the subject. 
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2. In the chronicle P. Piasecki Terekhtemyriv mentioned twice — in the context of 
fiction "Bathory's legend" tied to the reign of S. Bathory, and in the context of the Diet of 
Warsaw 1638 (this record is reliable). 

3. In the process of information dissemination significant record of 1638 dropped out 
of circulation, while Bathory's legend firmly rooted and overgrown with new details, more 
and more fantastic. 

4. In Ukrainian historiography Bathory's legend passed four stages: 

4.1. The first phase (1st half 18th c.) we have a more or less thorough transfers from 
older European books. The main contribution of S.Bathory in this version — appointment of 
Cossack Hetman. An exception is a special look S.Myshetsky (1740), which had no effect 
on subsequent literature. 

4.2. In the second phase (1764 — 1822 years) Legend enriched with fiction by P. 
Simonovsky at which the Cossack hetman had before Bathory, who only agreed to their 
existence. 

4.3. In the third stage (since 1820's) version of the "History of Rusy" became the 
dominant, in which fantasy replaced those small pieces of real history that occurred in 
previous versions of legend. Among these rejected pieces was the mention of 
Terekhtemyriv. 

4.4. In the fourth phase (since 1840's) basic Terekhtemyriv legend complicated by the 
publication and "using" falsified diplomas S.Bathory — B.Khmelnitsky. Despite the fact 
that in 1846 were published destroying critical remarks by G. F. Miller (1775) on this 
fraud, it did not influence the subsequent historiography, which to this day continues to 
operate this falsed diploma. 
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Content of Terekhtemyriv legends 


We now consider the contents of Terekhtemyriv legends and see how it relates to 


existing historical facts. As elsewhere in this article, we will highlight a digit (1) and green 
such claims arising from their sources; figure (2) and lo 
— statements that are partially supported, figure (3) and 
— completely fantastic statement. 


We repeat what we said earlier: Stefan Bathory never provided Terekhtemyriv for 
Cossacks. 


There is no evidence of the existence of fortifications in Terekhtemyrivi. 


There is no evidence to hold these councils in Terekhtemyriv. 


(oS) 
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There is no evidence on the presence of hetman or someone of general officers in 
Terekhtemyriv. 


There is no evidence on the presence of Cossack garrisons in Terekhtemyriv. 


There is no evidence on the presence artillery or arsenal in Terekhtemyriv. 


There is no evidence the Cossacks stored treasures in Terekhtemyriv. 


There is no evidence of at least some active role Terekhtemyriv in Cossack uprisings. 


Therefore, we examined 10 of the constituent elements of legend. Eight should be 
considered completely fantastic, one — one that is true, and one — partially confirmed by 
sources. 

Instead, it should be emphasized that seven of ten statements are true if the word 
"Terekhtemyriv" we relpace with "Zaporozhye". 
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Origin of Terekhtemyriv legend 

Thus, we found that in the historiography of Terekhtemyriv legend key role played 
two works — Chronicle P. Piasecki (1645) and the work of G. Grabianka (1719). The next 
question that should be considered — how formed the initial version of the legend by 
Piasecki. 

A unique feature of this legend is that it was fixed immediately in four independent 
sources 2 quarters 17 cent.: Rutsky (1626), Piasecki (1645), Sobieski (1646), Beauplan 
(1651). There is the idea of the common source of all records. 

So we suggests in this story was reflected plan by Peter Konashevich-Sagajdachny — 
turn Terekhtemyriv to area free from the Polish nobility, kind of Piedmont recognized (or 
tolerated) by the Polish government, the basis of the national liberation struggle. 

Briefly origin of Terekhtemyriv legend is under my assumption as follows: plan by 
Sagajdachny —> conversation with Polish officials about its elements —> folklorization in 
the form of oral narrative among gentry —> fixation in written sources. 

This is a minimal set of assumptions, which could naturally and consistently explain 
all relevant facts. Fragments of noble folklore recorded by Rutsky, Sobieski and Boplana 
where presented Terekhtemyriv legend, but there was no a Bathory's legend. 


Combining of Terekhtemyriv and Bathory's legends was carried out by Paul Piasecki. 
Describing the state of the Cossacks in about the form in which it was formed before the 
rebellion 1637 — 1638 biennium, Piasecki attributed its formation to Stefan Bathory. 
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Purpose of Terekhtemyriv legend 

It is necessary to distinguish the original creator of Bathory's legend — Paul Piasecki — 
and later Ukrainian adaptation of the legend (in this adaptation a key role, as we have seen, 
played a piece of G. Grabianka). 

Throughout the 17th century we have not seen any case to Bathory's legend used as a 
political argument in negotiations Cossacks with the Polish or other government — for the 
simple reason that legend was still a little known, and the people who ran the negotiations 
too well aware that no Bathory's gift existed. In the 18th century legend became practical 
application, which speaked in the next section. At the same time it served as a 
reinforcement for autonomist or secessionist aspirations of the Ukrainian elite in its 
competition with the Russian centralism. 
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Practical use of Terekhtemyriv legends 
It was founded three episodes and they are all related to the falsified diploma on 
Stefan Bathory Foundation. If traditional historical works written under royal documents, 
in this case "royal documents" fabricated based on historical works. 


The first episode — A falsification of S. Bathory's diploma 1576th year on 
Terekhtemyriv for the Cossacks, which made the Polish nobleman Anthony Tripolsky 
sometime in 1714 — 1715 years. The source for this diploma served P. Piasecki, whose 
chronicle at that time was known for 70 years in several publications. 


The second episode — falsified by Cossacks universal of S. Bathory August 20, 1577 
/B. Khmelnytsky January 15, 1655. Since it became the most publicized in historiography 
and live somewhat independently of the main array of Terekhtemyriv legends, we need to 
consider the lateral branch of the main Terekhtemyriv legend in some details. 


Third episode — a diploma S. Bathory on April 10, 1579, dreamed up by the author of 
"History of Rusy" [History Russov. — M.: 1846, p. 28 — 29]. The focal point of the diploma 
reads: "Who stayed in cossack troops and inscribed in army registers — should have legal 
proceedings with county courts, as noble state", ie the Cossacks should automatically 
obtain rights of the nobility. 
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Historiography as part of legends 

The modern "scientific" historiography develops imaginations by Piasecki — 
Grabianka in creative manner, supplementing them with new details, number and color of 
which depends largely on the temperament of the author and it does not depend on actual 
basis. 

I reviewed the latest works on Terekhtemyriv and intentionally carefully list all 
mistakes — so that the reader can read this chapter alone, without being distracted by 
constant references to the record and the actual history. 

I hope — quite convincingly shown that all previous historiography can be dropped out 
after my work and — excuse the pun! — takes the value purely historiographical (meaning 
the collection of refuted fantasies). 
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Falsed universal Bathory — Khmelnitsky 


Falsified by Cossacks universal of S. Bathory August 20, 1577 / B. Khmelnytsky 
January 15, 1655 entered into a lot of publicity in the historiography and live somewhat 
independently of the main array of Terekhtemyriv legends. Therefore, we must consider 
this lateral branch of the main Terekhtemyriv legends a little more. 


In my opinion, this is all the more necessary because our historical science, after 
identification of document as fraud, lost interest in it. Meanwhile, it is necessary to 
determine — who, when and why made this falsification, what historical sources used 
forger, in which the community it has spread and what practical importance was given to 
fabrication. 

Sound wordy criticism of this document is also needed for those simple-minded 
historians and local lore scholars who continue to use this document in their "research". 

Universal of Bathory — Khmelnytsky, which is the subject of this section, we will 
denote the reduced UBKh to distinguish it from other documents to which it will compare. 


Copies of universal 
Editions of universal 


Text of universal 


Thoughts of officials on universal 
Thoughts of historians on universal 


Critical examination of universal's form 


Critical examination of universal's content 


Boundaries of grant 


Genesis of universal 
Conclusions 
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Copies of universal 


There are 13 known copies of UBKh, and 11 mentions of this universal are contained 
in the record keeping of various institutions. All of them belong to the period 1752 — 1775. 
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Editions of universal 


Text of UBKh was published at least 11 times and good popularized but there is no 
scientific publication. To do this, one should verify the text with all known copies, 
establish their mutual dependence (may be able to find the autograph), identify the most 
authoritative copy, and so on. Prior to this work, we can not make any decisive conclusions 
about the discrepancies in the various publications. 
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Text of universal 

The text of universal reprinted after publication in 1998. 

Various editions submit three options of the Bathory's diploma issuance — 1575, 
1576, 1577, and two format options — Cyrillic and Arabic numerals. There are also four 
options for Universal Khmelnytsky date within 1655: January 5, January 15, January 18, 
April 15 and also two variants of registration date. 
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Thoughts of officials on universal 


We estabisled that the Cossacks during the 1752 — 1775 years at least six times served 
UBKh to the government authorities, and aggressively demanded its confirmation. It was 
not their fault that UBKh did not help them. 
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Thoughts of historians on universal 
The first publisher of UBKh Apollo Skalkovsky treated it with great enthusiasm. 
Javornytsky was right in comparing the text of UBKh with Grabianka's work, to say 
he was in one step from discovery — that Grabianka was source of UBKh. But he was not 
done this step. This step and the glory of discovety belong to next author — Andrew 
Storozhenko. 


Andrew Storozhenko devoted a separate chapter of his book to UBkh. There he 
wrote: 


One can not have any doubt in falsification of diploma and the universal that 
contain it [Storozenko A. V. Stephen Bathory and the Dnieper Cossacks. — Moscow, 
1904, p. 141 — 142]. 
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Critical examination of universal's form 
Invocation 
Intitulation 
Address 
Words and Expressions 


Eschatocol 
Total we examined 11 indicators, and found that 7 of them contradict the form of 
documents Khmelnitsky. However, we found 12 violations (2 — in intitulation, 3 — in 
inscription, 4 — in words use, 2 — in date, 1 — in signature). Thus, we can firmly say that 
UBKh does not belong to the class of "Bohdan Khmelnytsky universals". 
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Moreover, author of UBKh don't had in the hands any real Khmelnitsky's universal 
and could not take it as a model. However, a significant number of correspondences with 
the shape of a typical universals shows that author had some hetman universal. 


Diplomatics of Stefan Bathory's document included in UBKh does not require such 
detailed scrutiny. Stefan Bathory could not give such document. Moreover, author of 
UBKh had no idea how a true royal charters should look. Lacking any standard, he was 
forced to resort to a free narrative style. 
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Critical examination of universal's content 
Confirmation of Older document 
Historical realities 
Bogdan Khmelnitsky 
Hetman both sides of the Dnieper 
Koshovyj Barabash 
Stefan Bathory 
Date of Bathory's diploma 
Hetman Jacob Bogdan 
Koshovyj Pawluk 
City Terekhtemyriv 
City Chigirin 
The town Samara 
Nogai steppe 
Hetman Preclaw Lanckoronsky 


Among these historical realities of UBKh at least eight points completely contradict 
the realities of the Stefan Bathory foundation. Instead, at least two points fully correspond 
to the time of writing UBKh — mid 18th century. 
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Boundaries of grant 
Considering the historical realities of UBKh, we do not touch the perimeter 
boundaries of Zaporozhye, outlined in the document. Meanwhile, this sight is its main 
content and delivers many interesting things. 
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Ukrainian lands about 1570 and "S. Bathory's grant" 


Borders UBKh against borders of mid-18th century 
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Ukrainian land about 1750 and "S. Bathory's grant" 
A single glance at this map is enough to understand — the mythical border "S. 
Bathory's grant" fully comply actual possession of the Cossacks in the Russian Empire 


as of 1740th years. This is a top secret which could not parse historians over the last 260 
years — from the onset of UBKh until the time of writing my article. 


Conclusion: Borders of "S. Bathory's grant" outlined in the UBKh completely 


contrary to the historical realities of the 16th century. Instead they are fully consistent with 
the historical realities of the mid-18th century. 


It is an abstract of the chapter. For the full text see please ukrainian version. 
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Genesis of universal 


Searching for written documents 
The Russian authorities have repeatedly demanded that the Army of Zaporizhia 
provided written documents to land, and to the end of 1746 army could not meet these 
requirements. Thus, the Universal Bathory — Khmelnitsky at that time did not exist. 


Sources of universal 

For contents of universal was used Reference 1745, which has many common points 
with text of UBKh. It should be considered the prototype of UBKh. To outline the limits of 
the actual holdings Zaporozhye by UBH had copies of delimitations 1740 and 1742. 

Historical data of the wagon universal from work of Grabianka (or "Short 
description of Little Russia"), with the addition of appropriate independent inventions by 
UBKh. 

"Appendix" to the real estates Zaporozhye in the form of stripes along the Dnieper 
from Terekhtemyriv to Chyhyryn was dictated by the need to enter into battle head caliber 
— constitution of the Diet in 1717. 

Written in this way, UBKh in 1752 was presented to the Russian government. Thus, 
time of its writing can be defined between the years 1746 and 1752, most likely — in 1751. 

We can assume unquestioned that the writing UBKh was involved only one person. 
The circumstances of its writing and "miraculous finding" remained unknown. 


It is an abstract of the chapter. For the full text see please ukrainian version. 


Conclusions 

Now let us summarize the analysis performed on universal Bathory — Khmelnitsky 
(UBKh). 

1. Established that there are at least 13 copies of UBKh and at least 11 references to it 
in the documentation. All copies and notes belongs to the period from 1752 to 1775. 

2. Established that before 1746 including Zaporizhia Forces had not in the hands 
UBKh and for the question of written documents reported the absence of them. 

3. Established that the sources for the compilation of UBKh was a hetman universal, 
certificate of 1745, delimitations of 1740 and 1742, a historic work of Grabianka (or "Short 
description of Little Russia") and the Constitution of the Polish Sejm in 1717. 

The large number of written sources can reject the hypothesis that verbal memory was 
used (memory was recorded in certificate of 1745). 

4. Established that date of "S. Bathory's diploma" in various copies varies: 1575, 
1576, 1577 years. The author of UBKh did not seen any chart of Polish kings. Therefore 
UBKh does not contain titulature of King. 

5. Established that UBH contains numerous violations of forms characteristic of 
universal Bohdan Khmelnytsky, so that it in no way can refer to be Khmelnitsky's 
document. 

6. Established that both in historical realities, and in the language of UBKh are many 
elements that point to the middle of the 18th century. They are anachronistic for the 16th or 
17th century. The most important of these realities is the outline border Zaporozhye, which 
corresponds to the actual ownership of the Cossacks in the mid-18th century. 
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7. Established that leadership of Zaporizhzhya Sich at least six times had applied 
UBKh to the various government bodies. Those bodies rejected it constantly and expressed 
various doubts about its authenticity. 

8. Established that the largest contribution to critical examination of UBKh made 
Gerhard Miller (1775) and Andrew Storozhenko (1904). Their work gave sufficient 
grounds for declaring UBKh forgery. 

9. Established that historiography of 19 — 21 centuries did not take this fair criticism 
and continues to produce new and new ideas on the origins and realities of UBKh. 

10. Established that UBKh is not document of 16 or 17 cent. It is a document of mid- 
18th century. It should be used to highlight the political circumstances of the mid-18th 
century and Cossacks ideas of those time about their own past. 


So, as a result of our studies, we have answers to all questions arising in connection 
with false documents. 

The question who forged document? — Representative of the Zaporizhzhya managers 
in middle of the 18th century. Maybe Peter Kalnyshevsky. 

The question when falsified document? — Not earlier than 1746 and no later than 
1752, most likely in 1751 

The question why falsified document? — To defend the rights of the Zaporozhian on 
the lands in front of the Russian government. 

The question where was common false document? — The Zaporizhzhya Sich and 
Russian offices (particularly in the Senate). 

The question what value was false document? — For government decisions it had no 
meaning, but had a major impact on historiography, which readily follows its fantasies. 


Scientific historiography 
What kind of science can be extracted from the purely humanitarian research of 


Terekhtemyriv that has been done? Total we have to analyze 170 records (excluding map 
data). 


15% 


76% 


Distribution of records about Terekhtemyriv by class 
1 —reliable sources, 2 — reliable sources without mention of Terekhtemyriv, 3 — false 
sources 
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Uucno 3BicToK 


1550 1600 1650 1700 1750 1800 1850 
KinWeBHi pik IHTEepBany 
Distribution of records about Terekhtemyriv by years of events 
Records grouped by period 25 years. Therefore, under mark "1650" displayed the number 
of records for 1626 — 1650 years 
Looking at the chart one can see that life was most intense in fifty years 1626 — 1675 
—it accounts for 70 records or 41% of the total. 
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Distribution of records about Terekhtemyriv by years of publication 
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Publications are grouped by periods of 25 years. Therefore, under mark "1900" dispalyed 
the number of publications for 1876 — 1900 years 

Considering the cumulative distribution of records (displayed orange line on the right 
axis), we see that before 1850 was introduced into scientific circulation only 33 records or 
19% of the total. Historians who worked at the time, could not give the true history of 
Terekhtemyriv by objective reason — they did not dispose the source base. 

The situation has changed dramatically over the next 75 years — the golden age of 
Ukrainian historical science. As of 1925 was introduced into scientific circulation 144 
records, or 85% of the total. Therefore we can say that at the end of this period, the 
objective conditions for writing scientific history of Terekhtemyriv — representative source 
base — was created. 

The next 75 years (put simply, 1926 — 2000, taking into account the adopted our 
grouping with a period of 25 years!) were a time of complete disappearance of history as a 
science and domination of "Marxist- Leninist" mythography. Naturally, it was gone for a 
history of Terekhtemyriv: source base enriched up to 9 records. No significant articles on 
the topic at this time did appear. 

At the time of independence, particularly in the 1997 — 2012 years, the source base 
enriched by 17 records and reached 100%. At the time was published valuable articles by 
Valery Lastovsky on Terekhtemyriv history in the 18th century and article by Roma 
Zymovets on stone crosses in the region (in particular, the cross of 1652 in 
Terekhtemyriv). Careful archaeological exploration by Valentina Petrashenko and Valeria 
Kozyuba allowed to make a detailed archaeological map of the region [Petrashenko V. A., 
Kozyuba V.K. Coast of Kaniv Reservoir: catalog archaeological sites. — K.: 1999]. 


It is an abstract of the chapter. For the full text see please ukrainian version. 


Conclusions 
According to the size of work and the conclusions will be extensive. I will give as my 
own all conclusions that I made based on independent analysis of source material. In some 
cases, my findings coincide with already published previously in the literature. In such 
cases, the reader must understand: I do not attribute strangers mind. I verified these results 
by an independent review of sources. 


Hypothetical prehistory of Terekhtemyriv 

Prehistory is period prior to the first written message. For Terekhtemyriv it covers the 
time from 2 half 13 to 1 half 16th centuries. All statements on this period are derived from 
retrospective references in later sources and are hypothetical. 

1. Name Terekhtemyriv is an adaptation in the Ukrainian language environment Tatar 
name Terek-Temir (with possible value "iron health"). This place name comes from 
anthroponomy (name of the person, the founder and first settler). 

2. This name fits to a large series of distinctly Tatar names around Kaniv like 
Kagarlyk or Karatul. 

3. The foundation of all these settlements can be determined within 2 half 13 — 1 half 
14th centuries, during operation of the Golden administrative center in Kaniv. 

4. Zarub monastery (in the modern village Monastyrok) operated continuously since 
ancient time and over all the dark ages of Dnieper region history. 
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5. In the 15th century (presumably, in the reign of the Grand Prince Simeon 
Olelkovich, 1455 — 1470) monastery received substantial land grants — at least three 
villages and other lands. These villages were destroyed during the attacks of the Crimean 
Tatars in the 4th quarter 15 — 1 half 16th century. 


The real history of Terekhtemyriv 

Next statements are no longer a hypothesis, but proofed results. 

1. History of Terekhtemyriv in 2 half 16 — 18 cent. clearly divided into real, based on 
the source data, and a fantastic, invented in general terms in the 2 quarter of the 17th 
century and later widely popularized in historiography. 

2. The real history of Terekhtemyriv was known in historical literature only in 
individual episodes and first reconstructed (within a stored source base) in my work. 

3. The greatest merit in clarifying the true history of Terekhtemyriv made E. 
Rulikowski (1892) and A. Storozhenko (1904). 

4. At a time when Ostafi Dashkovich was Kaniv starosta (1508 — 1535 years), he 
received Terekhtemyriv to private ownership from Grand Duke Sigismund the Ist. 

5. After O. Dashkovich's bequest the village passed to Kiev-Pechersk monastery that 
owned it very short time and exchanged for other property. Terekhtemyriv returned to fund 
public lands and belonged to the Kaniv starostvo. 

6. Somewhere in the not defined precisely the time between 1590 and 1594 years 
Terekhtemyriv became the property of the Cossacks. We do not know exactly when and in 
what form it did. We assume that it was freehold (unauthorized seizure), on which the 
Polish government simply turned a blind eye. 

7. There were no political events associated with Terekhtemyriv during the Cossack 
rebellions of the 16th — 1 half 17th century. 

8. In 1596 as a punishment for Nalyvaiko's rebellion the Commonwealth parliament 
passed away Terekhtemyriv the Cossacks (not remembering at the same time as they 
acquired it). It was the first Sejm Resolution on Terekhtemyriv. In total, during 1590 — 
1717 years parliament seven times accepted different resolutions on Terekhtemyriv. 

9. Terekhtemyriv was given (presumably in the same 1596) in posession to Gregory 
Gulyanitsky, who owned it until his death (approximately — 1614). 

10. Not later than 1615 (probably at the end of 1614) Cossacks regained 
Terekhtemyriv that was authorized by resolutions of Zhytomyr (1614) and Olshanka 
(1617) comissions. 

11. Between 1615 — 1622 he Cossacks vigorously extended their Terekhtemyriv 
possessions, capturing the nearby villages, causing complaints gentry. These complaints 
remained at that time without consequences. 

12. On the liberated in this way from the Polish government territory was an old 
monastery, which from 1590 was called not Zarub but Terekhtemyriv one. During this time 
it led the first known by the name Abbot — Ezekiel Kurcevych (led monastery in 1615 — 
1624 years), with a personal title of Archimandrite. 

On the margin: Ezekiel Kurcevych was not born in 1589, as served guides, but much 
earlier, presumably in 1570 — 1575 years. 

13. I assumethat plan for establishement a permanent Cossacks military base in 
Terekhtemyriv was designed by Peter Konashevych-Sahaidachny. It is documented — to 
justify these measures for Polish authorities Cossacks proclaim need to have a hospital for 
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the wounded and sick comrades. Actual information about the functioning of the hospital is 
very stingy. 

14. In 1620's Terekhtemyriv monastery played a political role (it twice — in May 1620 
and in January 1621 — visited by Jerusalem Patriarch Theophanes, abbot Kurcevych was 
ordained bishop of Vladimir; here was imprisoned in 1622 Uniate monks; in January 1625 
in the monastery met pretender to the Turkish throne Jakhia with Metropolitan Job 
Boretsky, by which Jakhia's messengers were sent to Moscow). 

15. In February 1638 in Terekhtemyriv was held re-registration Cossacks (after the 
defeat of rebellion in 1637). In 1638, Sejm introduced ordination of Cossack troops, under 
which Terekhtemyriv was taken away of Cossacks and converted into a residence of the 
Polish Commissioner of Cossacks. Villages that Cossacks were attached to Terekhtemyriv 
were transferred Kaniv starosta S. Lasch. 

16. Ordination in 1638 included the residence of Cossack artillery in Terekhtemyriv, 
but to fulfill this decision proved impossible. Cossack artillery never stayed in 
Terekhtemyriv. 

17. In the period 1590 — 1648 Cossacks owned Terekhtemyriv total 30 years (1590? — 
1596, 1615 — 1638), representing 50 % of the time. Rest of the time it belonged to the 
Poles. 

18. Since the beginning of the revolution Khmelnytsky Terekhtemyriv became 
company center of Kaniv regiment. Information about this company extremely rare. 

19. The tomb cross of Cossack Ivan Mukha (+ 1652) preserved in Terekhtemyriv. 
Ivan Mukha referred to the register in 1649. This is an important monument inspite the 
majority of centesimal towns can not boast of any monuments Cossack era, much less — 
Khmelnytsky era monuments. 

20. In 1650, King Jan-Casimir in the confirmation of Zboriv treaty gave the Cossack 
Army privilege of owning Terekhtemyriv. Similar privilegee he provided in 1652 (after 
Bilotserkivsky treaty) and in 1659 (after Hadiach agreement). Neither the previous nor 
subsequent Polish kings did not gave such privileges. 

21. In 1654 during talks in Moscow Ukrainian ambassadors raised questions about the 
tsar's charter for Terekhtemyriv. The tsarist government rejected this claim, and the 
Russian Tsar did not provided or approved any privileges for Terekhtemyriv. 

22. In 1660 the Terekhtemyriv abbot Joasaph Krehivsky headed the embassy in 
Moscow with political orders. On this occasion he tried (unsuccessfully) to get a tsar's 
charter to certain estates. Other important items were asked to provide a white iron (tin) on 
the roof for the church and paints for icons — indirect evidence of the presence of icon 
painting workshop in the monastery. 

23. Since 1661, Terekhtemyriv repeatedly became a place of fighting and passed from 
hand to hand in the fight left-bank and right-bank hetmans. 

24. In September 1678 the Turkish and Tatar troops destroyed Terekhtemyriv and 
monastery. Kaniv regiment was evacuated to the left bank of the Dnieper and disbanded, 
only Terekhtemyriv company remained, which by 1678 occupied several villages on the 
left bank and belonged to Pereyaslav regiment. 

25. Perpetual Peace in 1686 between Russia and the Commonwealth ordered the 
parties do not settle right bank of the Dnieper, including Terekhtemyriv. 

26. In connection with the organization in 1700 Pereyaslav Diocese Hetman Ivan 
Mazepa and Tsar Peter Ist published a number of documents that transferred the property 
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Terekhtemyriv to episcopal chair. But there was no real impact of these documents — the 
town remained inhabited. 

27. After the final transfer of the right-bank Ukraine under the control of the Polish 
army (May 1714) Terekhtemyriv in 1715 was transferred to private ownership of Poland 
Mr. A. Tripolski and continue throughout the 18th century passed from one Polish master 
to another. 

28. Terekhtemyriv monastery was restored in 1717 as a Uniate, but it was small and 
dilapidated approx. 1789. Documents on the its functioning currently unknown. 

29. After the 2nd parsing of Poland (1793) Terekhtemyriv became privately owned by 
Russian landowners Gudym-Levkovych. Russian authorities did not mafe attempts to 
restore the monastery. 


Fantastic "history" of Terekhtemyriv 

Fantastic history of Terekhtemyriv (Terekhtemyriv legend) is part of a larger legend — 
Bathory's (the legend about the reform of the Cossack troops by King Stefan Bathory). 
Bathory truly cared about improving the organization of the Cossack troops, and the very 
fact that reform is real. The legend is that to this real fact artificially connected changes 
which were introduced much later, for example, the 6000th Register or division into 
territorial regiments. From these clearly erroneous points of Bathory's legend modern 
historiography freed, while its Terekhtemyriv component continues to repeat. 

Terekhtemyriv legend comes to following false allegations. 

1. King Stefan Bathory granted Terekhtemyriv for Cossacks. 

Since this statement is central to the whole legend, consider it wrong in details. 

- S. Bathory's charters, which was carried out reform, preserved, but they contain no 
mention of Terekhtemyriv. 

- The charter of 1578 appointed Cherkassy starosta M. Vishnevetsky as Cossack army 
chief, and defined Cherkasy as point of army organisation, that excludes any role 
Terekhtemyriv. 

- Transactions of the Cossack troops during Bathory's rule good traced (how sources 
allowed), and never reached its stay in Terekhtemyriv. 

- Register of Cossack army in 1581 provides amply information about the origin of 
the Cossacks. It registered many residents of Cherkassy and Kaniv, but no Cossacks from 
Terekhtemyriv. 

- Polish chronicler Joachim Belsky gave a detailed description of the Cossacks after 
stories of Jan Oryszowski — long-time (since 1578) Cossack leader. Oryszowski knew 
nothing about Terekhtemyriv and did not mention it in his story. 

- Poem «Epicedion» describing the life and deeds of Cherkasy starosta M. 
Vishnevetsky, published in 1585, does not mention Terekhtemyriv. 

- Polish historians and geographers — contemporaries of S. Bathory — served in a 
whole lot of information about the Cossacks, but do not mention Terekhtemyriv. 

- The letter from S. Kishka (1601) contained mention of the S. Bathory's charter for 
the Cossacks in the case of inheritance (1582) — that the documents actually existed, it 
mentioned later. But we have no such later mentions about the document on 
Terekhtemyriv. 

- King Jan-Casimir gave Cossacks three universals of Terekhtemyriv (1650, 1652, 
1659). Any of them does not contain mention of previous S. Bathory's charter, and the 
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mention of "kings antecessors" that supposedly issued such charters, is record keeping 
template with no real content. 

- The record of Stefan Bathory's grant of Terekhtemyriv first appeared in 1645 in the 
chronicle of P. Piasecki in the most advanced text of Bathory's legend, imaginated by 
Piasecki. 

Therefore, this statement appeared much later S.Bathory's times, and we have every 
reason to say: Stefan Bathory never provided Terekhtemyriv for Cossacks. 

2. Terekhtemyriv — castle, fortress. 

There is no evidence of the existence of fortifications in Terekhtemyriv. 

3. Some county belonged to Terekhtemyriv. 

The story of belonging of a county (half of the county) to Terekhtemyriv is distorted 
and exaggerated echo of Cossack possession in Terekhtemyriv Peninsula (1614 — 1638). 

4. Terekhtemyriv — plave of Cossack councils. 

There is no evidence about holding these councils in Terekhtemyriv. 

5. Terekhtemyriv — the seat of Cossack government, Hetman. 

There is no evidence on the presence of hetman or someone of general officers in 
Terekhtemyriv. 

6. Terekhtemyriv — Cossack garrison location (place of wintering Cossacks). 

There is no evidence on the presence of Cossack garrisons in Terekhtemyriv. There is 
also no evidence that all Cossacks wintered in Terekhtemyriv. 

7. Terekhtemyriv — Cossack arsenal, the seat of the Cossack artillery. 

There is no evidence on the presence artillery or arsenal in Terekhtemyriv. 

8. Terekhtemyriv — location of Cossack treasury. 

There is no evidence the Cossack treasury in Terekhtemyrivi or the assembling the 
spoil of hiking here. 

9. Terekhtemyriv — assembly point in Cossack uprisings. 

There is no evidence of at least some active role of Terekhtemyriv in Cossack 
uprisings. 

Thus, all of the statements are now fully refuted. It is good time to pass them to the 
chamber of historical tales. 


Real historians of Terekhtemyriv 
To find out the real history of Terekhtemyriv most important were works by E. 
Rulikowski (1892), and A. Storozhenko (1904). All subsequent historiography has not 
given anything substantial, mixing a small amount of real facts with lots of fantastic 
claims. 
The next step in the study of real history of Terekhtemyriv is my work. 


Fantastic historiography of Terekhtemyriv 
1. Found that early, immature form of Terekhtemyriv legend contained in the works 
of J. Rutsky (1626), J. Sobieski (1646) and G. Beauplan G. (1651). Made assumptionthat 
their common source was an oral narrative that existed in the Polish government and 
military circles. Made assumption that this story was an echo of the Sagaidachny's plan — 
create a Cossacks military base in Terekhtemyriv. Found that the records of these works 
had no effect on subsequent historiography. 
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On the margin: Refuted the false allegations, that Bathory's legend formed in the 
Ukrainian community and from it was borrowed by Polish historiography. 

2. Found that in the most spacious and perfect form of this oral story was processed 
by P. Piasecki in his chronicle (1645). Found that this story, attributed to the time of S. 
Bathory without a specific date, includes mentions of Cossacks sea voyages 1614 and 
1616, the Cossack system changes introduced after Kurukiv agreement in 1625, so it is a 
generalized sketch of the Cossack system and only mechanically attributed to S. Bathory's 
time. 

3. Found that story by P. Piasecki had a significant influence on the Polish, German 
and French historiography in 2 half 17th century. 

On the margin: Found that the engraving "Terekhtemyriv", included in the 
publication «Cyaneae» (Augsburg: 1687) is the result of imagination engraver from 
Augsburg and has no relation to the real Terekhtemyriv. 

On the margin: Found that the news of Terekhtemyriv the text «Cyaneae» borrowed 
from P. Piasecki. 

On the margin: Determined that those news is repeated in the book «Theatrum 
Cosmographico-historicum» (Augsburg: 1688). 

4. Found that the native Ukrainian Historiography of 2 half 17th century (Eyewitness' 
chronicle) does not contains mention of Terekhtemyriv. 

5. Found that erudite Ukrainian historiography of the 18th century contains stories 
and news about Terekhtemyriv borrowed from Polish and partly German sources — P. 
Piasecki, S. Twardowski, S. Pufendorf. 

6. Found that Terekhtemyriv legend contained in the works of S. Savitsky (1718), S. 
Velichko (1720) and G. Grabianka (1719). The first two works had no effect on subsequent 
historiography, while the third piece had numerous imitation and recycling. 

On the margin: Found that "Action of the great war" by Grabianka could not be 
completed before 1719, because it referred to the Russian translation of the Huebner's 
work, published in 1719. 

7. Found that during the 18 — 1 half 19th century Grabianka's story was corrupting 
with new and new fantasies of later authors. 

8. The greatest merit in the criticism of Bathory's (and with it Terekhtemyriv) legends 
and ascertain its origin belongs A. Storozhenko (1904). 

9. Next "scientific" historiography disregard the right conclusions of Storozhenko and 
continues to repeat disproved legend. Therefore there was a need in my work, where most 
conclusions by A. Storozhenko found confirmation and further elaboration. 


Falsed universal Bathory - Khmelnitsky 

1. Found that there were three attempts to fraud "S. Bathory's charter for the 
Cossacks". In 1715 A. Tripolski forged (presumably on the basis of Piasecki's Chronicle) 
"the S. Bathory's chatr on Terekhtemyriv", which was recognized in 1717 by the Sejm 
valid. In 1751 Cossacks forged "universal Bathory — Khmelnitsky" (abbreviated UBKh), 
which was not recognized by the Russian government. In the 1820s, the author of "History 
of Rusy" included in his work a third fictional S. Bathory's charter for the Cossacks. It was 
never submitted to the government. 

2. Found that all these attempts are common side branches of Bathory's 
(Terekhtemyriv) legend 
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As Zaporizhja "universal" best known, it examined in detail in the work. 

3. Found that the Russian government in 1743 — 1746 demanded Cossacks to provide 
written documents on those lands which they possessed; Cossacks had no such documents 
and written justification in this regard, including a certificate 1745, describing the 
boundaries. So, at this time UBKh did not exist. 

4. Found that the first attempt to provide UBKh to the Russian government took place 
in 1752, so date of writing UBKh should assumed 1751-th year. 

5. Found that the shape of UBKh does not match the form of authentic documents by 
B. Khmelnytsky: 

- There are no words "His Tsar's Majesty" on the title of Hetman, which is nessessary 
part of title from 1654; 

- The title of Hetman contain phrase "both sides of the Dnieper", which does not 
found in any original Khmelnytsky's document (such title used by hetmans from I. Mazepa 
to K. Razumovsky); 

- The address containn phrase "to masters general officers", that is not used in any 
original Khmelnytsky's document (general officers as a corporation at that time had not yet 
been formed); 

- The text contain the word "dyryhovat", which is not used in any original 
Khmelnytsky's document (this is stationery expression of 18 cent., unknown in the 17th 
century). Used the terms "Ukrainian Army", "Ukrainian people", "Zaporozhian Host and 
Ukrainian" which are not used in any original Khmelnytsky's document; 

- There is no verb "given" in publisher's imprint, and place of issue of the document 
set after the date. Both features contradict form of publisher's imprint in authentic 
Khmelnytsky's documents; 

- There is no signature of hetman, which is obligatory in original Khmelnytsky's 
documents and constantly corresponded during their copying. 

All these formal violations completely exclude the possibility of UBKh origin from 
the Office of Bohdan Khmelnytsky. However, the overall structure of the document 
matches the shape of hetman universals. 

On the margin: Established three forms of titles of Bohdan Khmelnytsky, depending 
on the political situation. 

On the margin: Defined 4 types of Khmelnytsky's documents addressing, use of 
different types of I associate with persons of officers who writed documents. 

On the margin: Defined 6 types of publisher's imprint for Bogdan Khmelnitsky's 
documents. 

6. Found that the text of "S. Bathory's charter", included in the UBKh, have not even a 
remote resemblance to the authentic records of the king. The author of UBKh never seen 
any royal charter. 

7. Found that the sources for writing UBKh had some hetman universal, reference of 
1745, Russian-Turkish delimitations in 1740 and 1742, the decision of the Diet in 1717 
with reference to the S. Bathory's charter and historical work of G.Grabianka (or "Short 
description of Little Russia", based on the book by Grabianka). 

8. Approval of the King's charter by the servant is absurd and original documents 
Bogdan Khmelnitsky does not contain any such approval. 

9. Historical realities of UBKh inconsistent as for times of S. Bathory, and for times 
of B. Khmelnytsky and meet only the mid-18th century: 
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- "Koshovyj Damian Barabash" is fictional person, forged by author of UBKh after 
Grabianka's mention (1658); at the time of S. Bathory koshovyj not exist; 

- "Hetman Jakiv Bohdan" is fictional person, forged by author of UBKh based on 
references of Hrabianka (1575); 

- "Hetman Pretslav Lyantskoronsky" borrowed by author of UBKh from Grabianka 
unchanged; 

- Nogai moved into the northern Black Sea coast in the Ist third of the 18th century. 
So the expression "Nogai steppe" relevant to the mid-18th century and could not be taken 
at 16 — 17 cent. 

- Border of cossack land in UBKh coincide with the actual border of their possessions 
stated by the Russian-Turkish delimitations 1740 and 1742, which is particularly evident 
when applying them on the map. 

10. Written in a this manner universal (I assume that the author could be 
P.Kalnyshevsky) during 1752 — 1775 at least 6 times fed to the various government bodies 
of Russia. We know of at least 13 copies of UBKh — they are all written in a specified 
period of time. We also know of at least 11 references to the UBKh in the documentation, 
they all belong to the same period of time. 

11. The Russian government had never recognized the validity of UBKh as the actual 
document. The last time in 1775 an opinion on UBKh wrote historian G. F. Miller, who 
recognized it falsified. 

12. Critical reasoning of G. F. Miller were developed by A. Storozhenko (1904), who 
correctly pointed out the dependence of UBKh on Grabianka's record. 

13. Despite the fact that fraud of UBKh were conclusively proven by these works, in 
modern historiography, especially in local history, this "document" continued use as 
authority, and therefore my wordy and detailed critique of UBKh seems timely. 


Mapping of Terekhtemyriv 

On the margin: There are three traditions images Dnieper River in European 
cartography, initiated by B. Wapowski (1526), W. Grodecki (1558) and G. Beauplan 
(1648). 

1. Found that the maps of the first traditions does not contain image of Terekhtemyriv. 
Maps of second traditions coexisted with maps of the first one in 2 half 16 — 17 cent. In the 
18th century they completely replaced the maps of third tradition. 

2. Found that Terekhtemyriv first appeared on the map of the Grand Duchy of 
Lithuania by T. Makowski — N. Radziwill in 1613 (it belongs to the second tradition). A 
characteristic error in this map is designation "monastery", located on the right bank of the 
Dnieper River below the mouth Tyasmyn. This is undoubtedly image of Terekhtemyriv 
monastery in the wrong place. 

3. T. Makowski's map was popularized by inclusion of Dutch atlases of the 17th 
century. Information transferred from it to other maps, which shows the Dnieper, in 
particular on the maps of Little Tartary. 

4. Proper image of Terekhtemyriv and monastery given on the map of Dnieper by G. 
Beauplana (1639), drawed after his personal observations. This map was printed in the 
atlas by J. Blaeuw in 1662 and in 18 cent. correct information of Beauplana displaces false 
information of Makowsky. 
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5. Terekhtemyriv can be seen in almost all general maps, which shows the middle 
Dnieper: the maps of Ukraine, the Grand Duchy of Lithuania, the Polish-Lithuanian 
Commonwealth, the European part of the Russian Empire, Taurica (or Little Tartary), 
maps of the Dnieper. This indicates a significant weight afforded to this item by 
cartographers in 17 — 18 cent. 

6. In the 19th century Terekhtemyriv disappears from the general maps and displayed 
only on large-scale maps of the Kyiv region, indicating a decrease in its value at this time. 

7. 17-cent. maps can unequivocally state that Terekhtemyriv monastery located in the 
modern village Monastyrok, but not in the Terekhtemyriv, that depicted separately 
upstream of the monastery. 


Teaching tips 


Disclaimer! No warranty! 

The following recommendations are generalizations of my personal experience. I tried 
to include them all that showed their advantage and efficiency, and make them just as 
beneficial to the user. However, it should be understood that these recommendations are 
neither comprehensive nor exhaustive nor universal. With their practical application, you 
can run into situations where they may be ineffective or unsuitable. 

Thus, following the recommendations generally provides improved results, but I do 
not guarantee this improvement and take no responsibility for the consequences of use. 

The best guarantee of quality — is a mind of researcher who knowingly uses ready 
instruments or to develop new ones when ready not working. 


So get down to writing research article from history. Science — a verified truth that is 
not dependent on the individual researcher. To write a scientific paper, it is crucial to 
specify all sources and note all the essential logical steps, so that the next researcher could 
pass your footsteps. 

1. Turn on the computer. 

2. Join the Internet. 


3. In the Google search engine, type the name of the projected 
work 
4. Reread all work found in step 3 
5. In the Google search engine, type in series all the keywords that 
describe your topic 
6. Select all the links on the source from the articles found in 
stages 3 and 5 
7. Chronicle skeleton 
8. Chronicle 
9. Viewing the main archeographical publication related to the 
theme 
10. Repeat 
11. Clear the memory 
12. Source records must be classified 
13. The reliable and unreliable sources 
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14. Time of writing source 
15. Place of writing source 
16. Competence of the source's author 
17. Language barrier 
18. Ethnic / confessional barrier 
19. Educational qualifications 
20. Diplomatic analysis 
21. Narrative sources 
22. Authentic lie 
23. Geographical maps 
24. Writing pragmatic history 
25. Occam's Razor 
26. Wikipedia 
27. Pictures 
28. Historiography 


29. Publish written articles on the Web. 
30. Now you can turn off computer and go to sleep. 


It is an abstract of the chapter. For the full text see please ukrainian version. 
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Tract Biloberezhzhja 


Terekhtemyriv monastery 

History of Terekhtemyriv monastery difficult to separate from the history of the town, 
because the sources hardly affect the internal organization and life of the monastery. 
Therefore, in this section I provide just a chronological outline, and more speculation about 
the specific events to be found in the "History". 

In the history of the monastery from 1552 to 1789, we have only three names of 
abbots. The period of most active functioning monastery accounts for 1615 — 1678 years. 
There were no large capital buildings; any relics or documents on it does not remain. 


It is an abstract of the chapter. For the full text see please ukrainian version. 


To the history of Terekhtemyriv 
Here we consider some additional questions of Terekhtemyriv history, which was no 
occasion to speak before. 
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Terekhtemyriv hospital 
Notes of the hospital belonging to the period of 1594 — 1666 years. Organizational it 
was part of the monastery, so we must assume that it took care of the monks. 


Terekhtemyriv passage 
We see that in the 16 — early 17th century there was no passage, because the Left 
Bank was very little populated. For a number of references follows that Terekhtemyriv 
passage belonged to the monastery and was situated very close to it. Revenues from the 
passage went to the hospital. This procedure is likely to have been established during the 
revolution in the mid 17th century. 


Terekhtemyriv and Samara 
The observed group of sources that indicate a relationship between Terekhtemyriv and 
Samara. 


Stone handcraft in Terekhtemyriv 


Terekhtemyriv company of Pereyaslav regiment 


It is an abstract of the chapter. For the full text see please ukrainian version. 


Timeline of stay Jakhia in Ukraine 
Based on documents published by P. Kulish [Materials for the history of Rus reunion. 
— M.: 1877, v. 1, p. 142 — 286], we can compile the following chronology of Jakhia's stay 
in Ukraine. Various documents convey a somewhat different chronological indications, but 
overall fluctuations do not exceed a few days. 
With enclosed chronology shows that Jakhia stayed in Terekhtemyriv a very short 
time got 23 or 24 January (2 — 3 February) 1625 and soon left. 


It is an abstract of the chapter. For the full text see please ukrainian version. 


Case Cossack artillery 

Question of the Cossack artillery is a bit on the side of our main themes. We need 
only determine whether the artillery was ever stayed in Terekhtemyriv. Therefore chronicle 
of cossack artillery we make simplistic — not after the original sources, but after 
Hrushevsky, specifically highlighting place names. 

From the chronicle we can draw the following conclusions: 

1. Cossack artillery quartered in different places near Dnepr — Kyiv, Korsun, Kaniv, 
Chyhyryn — and in Zaporozhe. 

2. In their petitions to the Polish and Russian governments Cossacks asked to 
determine where shold be placed artillery, but they did not made any proposals on this 
place. 

3. Ordination in 1638 was predicted staying artillery in Terekhtemyriv, but this has 
been turned impossible and artillery left in Korsun. 

4. There are no evidence staying artillery in Terekhtemyriv. 


It is an abstract of the chapter. For the full text see please ukrainian version. 
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Tract Biloberezhzhja 

The first document that the area Biloberezhzhya was given in possession of the St. 
Nicholas monastery, was signed by Cherkasy headman O. Dashkovich [Archive South- 
West Russia. — Kyiv: 1890, part 7, Vol. 2, Ne 4, p. 11]. He was at this position in the 1508 
— 1535, so charter should be dated this time. Landmarks that are specified in this charter, 
now do not exist, but the area can be defined on the basis of more recent documents. 

Location of Biloberezhzhja recorded in the Universal Hetman Bohdan Khmelnytsky 
11 (21) March 1649 for St. Nicholas Monastery (Universals Bohdan Khmelnytsky. — Kyiv: 
1998, No 24, p. 90), " starting at Beloberezhja until lake called Dubok, but only border here 
Gorodysche and Maksymovka". On those same places referred to in the universal number 
56 on March 30 (April 9) 1652. 


Sheet of the map of Russian Empire of 1868 


with the designation of Bogdan Khmelnitsky's grant 
On the map in red underlined settlements, which are referred to, blue — river Dubok (right 
channel Dnieper), green — assumed border of lands in the floodplain of the Dnieper 
granted to St. Nicholas Monastery. 
For our topic is important that the distance from Moshny to Gradyzk quite large (106 
km), and one can not insist on the identity of this Biloberezhzhya and Bil-bereg. 


It is an abstract of the chapter. For the full text see please ukrainian version. 


